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SUMMARY 

The studies conducted by the National Board of Psychologies1. 
Defence after the Chernobyl nuclear accident concern questions of 
great importance about crisis information. 

The Chernobyl fallout created problems for the mass media and the 
authorities. Both lacked individual preparedness. The knowledge 
necessary to face strong demands for information from the public 
was lacking. A sign of this lack of knowledge and experience was 
shown when individual journalists - contrary to their usual 
behaviour - uncritically accepted the sometimes ambiguous informa
tion coming from the central authorities. 

For the authorities it was very much the same. The expert 
authority, the National Institute for Radiation Protection, had 
quite a lot of know-how, but no resources for such extensive 
information as the situation required. 

Significant problems must be solved concerning the cooperation 
between central and regional authorities. Direct contacts must be 
established so that both types of authorities do not learn through 
mass media what has been decided. The wordings of the messages 
conveyed in such critical situations must be a matter of more 
concern. Facts known by the authorities must be presented in a 
way comprehensible to the public. Technical terms and units must 
be used with great care. Negative information must of course be 
presented but measures should be taken to countermand the 
negative effect. 

A special responsibility should rest with the school system. 

The difficulties of informing the public after the Chernobyl 
disaster were still more emphasized by the study of how the 
brochure "After Chernobyl" was received. 
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Preface 

The Swedish authorities were faced with a unique situation after 
the Chernobyl nuclear disaster. Therefore it is not surprising 
that many difficult problems appeared concerning public informa
tion. The National Board of Psychological Defence has for years 
been studying problems of information about domestic disasters. 
After the Chernobyl disaster we have conducted about ten different 
studies in order to show what really happened with the public 
information about Chernobyl. We have also tried to draw conclu
sions from these studies that may be of use for distributors of 
information in other complicated situations. Other institutions 
have also studied Chernobyl, so there are now a number of reports 
in Swedish concerning this accident (appendix). 

I will now summarize those studies. I will also focus on some 
problems which were brought up in this context and try to comment 
on how to shape and distribute information in such cases. 

What Actually Happened 

An unnormal level of radioactivity - which was later proven to 
emanate from Chernobyl - was first noted outside the Soviet Union 
at the nuclear power plant Forsmark, about 200 km north of Stock
holm. The head of Forsmark informed about this radioactivity at 
the 28th of April 1986. The message was broadcast ten minutes 
later in an extra newcast on the local radio station of Uppsala. 
At the beginning the source of the emissions was unknown. But it 
was generally assumed that the Forsmark power plant had been the 
cause of the abnormal radioactivity. During this first phase 600 
employees at the Forsmark plant were evacuated. When no radio
active emissions from the Forsmark plant were found, the County 
Administration in Uppsala decided to lift the state of prepared
ness that had been declared. However it was noted that tenfold 
higher levels of radioactivity than the normal background radia
tion had been registered in the county. 

The measures after the discovery of fallout at Forsmark were all 
taken according to previously prepared plans. But it should be 
noted that only the counties in Sweden that had nuclear power 
plants had drawn up emergency plans for nuclear accidents. In 
most parts of the country no such preparations had been made. 

The local authorities judged the announcement that no accident 
had occurred in Forsmark as positive. But already the next day 
- the 29th of April - disquieting messages started arriving. 
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The radio and TV presented a discussion between the head of the 
National Institute for Radiation Protection - the central 
authority for radiation protection measures - and an independent 
scientist. The scientist said he thought that the radiation 
problem was far worse than previously assumed. 

The night between the 29th and 30th of April 1986 was rainy in 
large parts of the counties of Uppsala and Gavleborg. The fallout 
from Chernobyl increased considerably. The National Institute for 
Radiation Protection announced that it was not advisable to drink 
rain water. Many interpreted this as a statement that rain water 
in general was dangerous. The impression that the situation had 
gone from bad to worse was intensified during the following days. 

On the 2nd of May some restrictions were announced, concerning 
both farmers and the public in general. For the farmers those 
restrictions meant that milk cows should not be sent out to 
graze and that the milk from cows that had been grazing outdoors 
should be checked for radiation. For the general public the 
restrictions from the Iwtional Institute meant that they should 
not drink rain water and should avoid eating nettles or vege
tables growing outdoors. 

Those recommendations were meant as temporary safety precautions. 
In large parts of central Sweden the prohibition of grazing was 
lifted in a rather short time. No such restrictions remained in 
the county of Stockholm on the 12th of May. It was realized that 
the level of radioactive particles in the milk was far below the re
commended limits. However, in some regions in Northern Sweden 
the problems with radioactivity remained. What began as a commonly 
accepted temporary safety precaution grew from the middle of May 
and first half of June into a major crisis of confidence between 
the agricultural counties that were mostly hit by the fallout on 
the one hand, and the central authorities on the other. 

On the 25th of June all restrictions due to the fallout from 
Chernobyl were lifted. 

The Basic Conditions 

The right to get correct information is a basic condition for us 
to be able to exercise our civil rights. The information from the 
authorities to the public has a value as such. This value 
increases when the citizen feels threatened in some way. The 
public information concerning the Chernobyl accident has therefore 
offered valuable opportunities for studying information problems 
in a crisis. 

The public have no way to find out the facts on their own when 
radioactive particles are spread through the environment. The 
senses are of no help unless the situation is extreme and direct 
symptoms can be detected. The technical means necessary to 
measure levels of radioactivity or to detect radioactivity in 
general are not available for everyone. In fact we have pro
gressed to a state, where the overwhelming majority of the public 
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are dependent on a small technological elite to learn about 
their own conditions of living. This state is quite hazardous 
from a democratic standpoint. Of course the risk is small that 
this elite should use its exclusive power of information in 
order to manipulate the rest of the population. But on the other 
hand the risk that the majority of the population should feel 
alienated from the elite is rather great. 

When discussing the worries of the common man about the risks of 
nuclear power we should be aware of this. It may be so that 
people are more worried about their inability to grasp the given 
information than they are worried about the health hazard of 
nuclear power as such. 

Authorities and Mass Media in the Information Process 

In normal circumstances in an open society the relations between 
the mass media and the authorities are distinct. The role of the 
mass media is to convey news to the public. Mostly the mass media 
use the normal criteria of what in fact is news. The mass media 
also have to examine critically the actions of the authorities. 
The authorities for their part have a responsibility to kf.ep the 
public informed. But the authorities can never be sure if their 
information meant for the public ever will reach the citizens 
through the normal news channels. Above all they cannot influence 
the final shape of this information. 

If an authority wants to be sure to reach the public with its 
message it must write an ordinance, publish a brochure or 
advertise or formulate it in some other way orally or in writing. 

Mostly this system works relatively well. The representatives of 
the mass media and the authorities have different roles that are 
commonly respected. A serious crisis or war can complicate this 
setup considerably. 

As long as the tangible effects of the Chernobyl disaster lasted 
in Sweden, several problems endured. Few representatives of the 
authorities involved had enough knowledge to be able to convey 
correct and prompt information. The representatives of the mass 
media were of course even worse off. This led to a complete 
dependency on the authorities. What the authorities said was 
reported more or less word by word. But after some days - or in 
some cases even longer - the representatives of the mass media 
became more critical. They acquired knowledge by themselves and 
they found representatives of independent research institutions 
whose views on the effects of the fallout often radically 
differed from those of the authorities. It all became rather 
frustrating since the mass media are the most important source 
of information for the public. 

It is neither possible nor desirable in our modern democratic 
information society to regulate the freedom of information of 
the mass media by law. But it would be very valuable if 
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journalists and authorities could come together and discuss 
problems that may arise in a crisis - in order to be prepared to 
face them when they occur. A journalist, especially in the 
yellow press, may depict the situation in far stronger colours 
than necessary, of course with the lawful purpose of selling as 
many copies of his paper as possible. However, it is important to 
stress that correct information as a matter of fact is a basic 
necessity for maintaining the credibility of the mass media and 
therefore the basis of their future existence. Experienced 
journalists are well aware of this. It may be added that nuclear 
power had been the subject of intensive political debate in 
Sweden as in many other European countries. In Sweden we even had 
a plebiscite. This also contributed to the vast news coverage of 
the Chernobyl disaster. 

Which Administrative Level Should Inform? 

One cannot give a definite answer to the question, at which 
administrative level the public information should be given. The 
fallout was unevenly spread over Sweden. In some parts it caused 
serious worries, in other parts none at all. It would have been 
logical that detailed information concerning the fallout had been 
given by authorities at the regional and local level. The public 
should have been informed by the County Administration and the 
municipal Health Boards. The regional Agricultural Boards, which 
in normal circumstances have a close contact with the local 
farmers, should also have been responsible for the information. 

In some cases it worked out so. But in general it was The 
National Institute for Radiation Protection which had to carry 
the responsibility of informing the public. The county and 
municipal authorities had little or no capacity to inform about 
these matters. They did not have the experts and they did not 
know enough themselves to be able to inform others. The National 
Institute, which had the competence, stepped in. Its Director 
General appeared on Swedish TV, described the situation and tried 
to explain the complicated scientific terms, answered questions 
from journalists and so on - rather successfully. ' 

It was good that the National Institute seized the initiative 
when nobody else did. But it created several problems. A great 
part of the detailed information concerned only certain parts of 
the country. 

The guestion of communications between the central, regional and 
local authorities was raised in this context. To a considerable 
degree the regional and local authorities got their information 
from the TV, radio and press. Officials who had not had the 
opportunity to follow the mass medxa intensively were worse off 
than the journalists and the well-informed public. 

It is crucial that regional and local authorities improve their 
credibility in times of crisis. To achieve this the information 
between them and the central authorities must work. For best 
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result the central authorities should inform authorities at the 
regional and municipal level before informing the public. On the 
other hand, this recommendation should always be weighed against 
the demands on the central authorities for promptness and 
frankness. 

The Formal Status of the Authorities 

The National Institute used mostly press releases to inform about 
ordinances and to distribute other important instructions and 
messages. It was left to the mass media to convey this information 
to the public. 

To do things this way is not without drawbacks. It was efficient, 
however, since the messages were widely used in the mass media. In 
the beginning they were considered to be hot news. 

But what authority remains with an official message that has been 
rewritten by journalists and presented by the mass media? What is 
the legal status of an ordinance told by the proper authority but 
presented as regular news by the press, radio or TV? By law the 
National Institute had an advisory role. What the authorities 
advised about protective measures should therefore have been 
interpreted as mere recommendations. That was not always evident 
from the wordings of the messages. 

Not even the spokesmen of the National Institute were quite aware 
of the status of their messages. The changing wordings of the 
messages may have created confusion about the legality of the 
ordinances and contributed to the considerable irritation among 
the farmers in the fallout areas. We will continue to discuss 
the problems concerning the status of messages distributed to the 
public through ordinary news channels 

Who Has the Real Responsibility? 

Different actors on regional and municipal level were not sure 
about who really had the responsibility. The municipalities 
thought it was up to the National Institute or the County 
Administrations to act according to the demands of the situation. 
The County Administration considered that it did not have the 
formal responsibility to act, since the cause was a foreign 
accident. The National Institute had the experts who could 
analyze the situation and give advice in all practical matters. 
The overall picture was in other words rather unclear. 

Messages from the Authorities as Reported by the Mass Media 

As previously stated, the authorities had no problems with the 
mass media regarding broadcasting time or space for their 
information and messages. On the contrary, the media seem to have 
judged pratically all information from the authorities as highly 
newsworthy. There is also a rather high degree of concordance 
between the contents of the press releases from the authorities 
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and what was eventually reported by the mass media studied by us. 
This especially applied to such problematic subjects as radiation, 
foodstuffs and agriculture. Naturally the local media in the 
contaminated areas devoted more space to such subjects than the 
central radio and TV. As expected, it was of great importance if 
the messages from the authorities had local significance. If they 
had they were published in the regional or local press. 

To a high degree representatives of the authorities did act as 
sources of information in the press, on the radio and on TV. 
Mostly this applies to the representatives of central authorities, 
but also to representatives of regional and local authorities. 

Information - Action 

The authorities have always been faced with the problem how to 
reach the public with their information and how to make it 
credible. After the Chernobyl fallout the problem often became 
the opposite one - how the public should find reliable informa
tion. It was not difficult for the authorities to reach 
the public with the information they had. But often the public 
badgered the authorities, demanding answers to its questions. 
Sometimes the citizens reached officials with limited expertise. 
Sceptical or sensitive persons therefore used various ways to 
seek information. They were susceptible to almost anything. In 
other words, the public had rather limited ability to receive, 
understand or draw conclusions from the information offered by 
the authorities. 

The communications between the authorities and the public were 
often obstructed by the inability of the officials to grasp the 
thoughts of the receivers of the information. How could there be 
so much fallout and at the same time plants containing no 
radioactivity? 

As often happens regarding complicated relations, the experts 
were not in accord. Many persons claimed to be experts. Amateur 
geologists but also scientists, with or without detecting gear, 
got a lot of space in the mass media for the results of their 
research, especially when they contradicted the official informa
tion. The local and regional public discussion was conducted 
according to rules that the central information service could 
not always follow. It was even worse when the central authorities 
were uncoordinated, ordering contradictory measures. 

One cannot disregard the fact that some actors involved got 
problems of a psychological nature. A public health inspector 
with limited knowledge of radiation had a hard job defending the 
authority of his own office when he met worried citizens. 

Written or Oral Information? 

During the critical phase of the Chernobyl fallout the media and 
the public demanded instant information regarding all aspects of 
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the disaster. The authorities had no opportunity to analyze 
which kind of information the situation called for - written or 
oral. Oral discourse between the authorities and citizens on 
radio, TV and phone created a demand for new arrangements like 
talk shows on radio, conference calls etc, which were new 
experiences for most of the authorities involved. 

Consequently it was important both for authorities and individual 
officials inside and outside those authorities to assess the 
situation in order to increase the safety of the public. The 
feeling of solidarity arising as a protest against the foreign 
fallout became an important factor in the information work. 

It is a matter of habit wheather one prefers written or oral 
messages. The usual way of the authorities was to keep the 
messages in writing. The option of the press conference was not 
used very often by regional or local authorities. That is under
standable, since both politicians and officials had a hard time 
to answer questions about problems that they had not fully 
grasped themselves. Many officials, who were otherwise used to 
working in direct contact with the public were hard put to answer 
all questions. Guided by their personal assessment they tried 
their best to calm worried people. 

To Be Prepared 

A scenario with a nuclear disaster really existed and it guided 
the Swedish actions to a high degree after the Chernobyl accident. 
It had left its impact on the emergency plans and the technical 
equipment and had a negative influence on the actions taken. All 
planning was based on the possibility of a domestic nuclear 
accident. The emergency measures were limited to zones around the 
four Swedish nuclear power plants. 

The rather extensive emergency planning in the counties with 
nuclear plants had probably given the impression to people that 
accidents of this magnitude were predicted and that the means 
existed to cope with them. When it was discovered that the 
authorities had not planned at all for a foreign accident with 
negative consequences for Sweden it came as a shock both for the 
public and the authorities. In all emergency planning there will 
always be a discrepancv between what is planned for, and what 
actually will happen. A wise planner is well aware of this 
dilemma. He will not fail to stress that scenarios sketched or 
plans made seldom or never will match the actual course of events. 
But in this case the planning was so fixed to an imaginary 
disaster at a Swedish nuclear plant, that other possible 
difficulties had been overlooked. The planning was also founded 
on unrealistic presumptions about how people react during 
extreme stress. 

The Contents and Form of the Information 

It is very difficult to inform about hazards. It is of course 
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even worse if the hazard is invisible. Basic requirements of all 
official information in Sweden are that it should be true, be 
told as fast as possible and shed light upon the problems 
concerned as comprehensibly as possible. Of course the informa
tion should also be transmitted in a language that is 
intelligible for as many as possible. Among all other wise rules 
about crisis information is also that the information if possible 
should be reassuring. In other words the information should be 
simple, matter-of-fact and simultaneously have a content and a 
form that increase the credibility both for the message as such 
and for the authority or the persons responsible for the informa
tion. 

Those requirements of good information are partly contradictory 
and hard to meet. It may be especially difficult to meet the 
requirements of truth and reassurance at the same time. Often it 
is advisable to tell the facts on the one hand and on the other 
hand point to circumstances that may be reassuring. The choice of 
words and the framing ought to decrease, not increase the 
worrisome impact of the message. From the beginning it was a 
necessity to use some terms completely unknown to the public, 
which were hard to relate to any other state of things. The 
authorities started early to use the word becquerel. 300 
becquerel per kilogram of food was a kind of limit. If this was 
exceeded the authorities warned about danger (this limit has 
afterwards been raised to 15 00 becquerel). Since the limit of 
300 becquerel often was exceeded the very use of numbers became 
disquieting to people. At the same time the authorities 
attempted to be reassuring. 

In some circumstances it should however be noted that one should 
be very careful when glossing over the hazards. By underlining or 
repeating that the situation is not dangerous,one can create the 
very opposite effect to what is intended. People get scared and 
do not trust the authorities. Afterwards it is easy to state that 
the abundance of technical terms, used in order to enlighten, 
sometimes increased the confusion of the public. How to present 
technically complicated problems to the public is being 
considered in the studies and planning being carried out to 
prepare for a similar situation. 

Information by Brochure 

About half a year after the Chernobyl disaster a brochure was 
distributed to all Swedish homes in order to convey a 
matter-of-fact, comprehensible and instructive account of the 
effects of the nuclear fallout on Sweden and the Swedes. The 
brochure was called "After Chernobyl". 

Responsible for the contents of the brochure was the National 
Institute for Radiation Protection together with assorted other 
central and regional authorities. The team producing the brochure 
was unanimous about its wording. 
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When the brochure was distributed the National Board of 
Phychological Defence was assigned to carry out a poll to find 
out how the public received the brochure and what they thought 
about it. We should also try to survey what people knew about the 
influence of the nuclear fallout on health and about radioactivity 
in foodstuffs. It was also of interest to find out if people knew 
the units to measure radioactivity. 

50 % of those polled say they have received the brochure. A 
quarter of those polled say no. The rest (about 20 %) do not know 
or do not remember if they got the brochure. 30 % of those who had 
not been in touch with the brochure, however, said that they had 
heard about it. 

Swedish households have to a high degree noted that they have 
received the brochure "After Chernobyl". About half of those who 
said they have received it have also had a look at it. A fourth of 
those say they have read the whole brochure. 

12 % of those asked have paid such attention to the brochure that 
they have discussed its contents with other peor""..e. 

Three quarters of those who have had a look at the brochure find 
that it was very or rather interesting, while 6 % have the 
opposite view and consider it uninteresting. 69 % think the 
information was very easy or rather easy to understand. 

The att ;udes to such a brochure may of course be influenced by 
doubt and suspicion. That background lends interest to the 
question how the people polled think of the description of hazard 
in the brochure. In other words, did they think that the fallout 
risks had been exaggerated, underestimated or fairly described? 
The last view - that the description was fair - is dominating and 
is shared by 60 %. 20 % think that the authors of the brochure 
have underestimated the risks, while 6 % think they have 
exaggerated them. 

Mostly in such polls the pattern of answers shows differences 
between men and women. The latter - the women - think to a lesser 
degree than men that the hazards have been fairly described in 
the brochure. This incredulity also appears itself when more 
women than men think that the hazards have been underestimated by 
the authors of the brochure. 

Differences between various types of households are evident in 
the attitudes to the contents of the Chernobyl brochure. 
Households with children think to a lesser degree than households 
without children that the contents are interesting and that the 
hazards have been fairly described. 

A brochure of this kind is always meant to enlighten the public 
about certain conditions and to answer particular questions. 
Since the Chernobyl brochure was published half a year after the 
fallout one may ask if the brochure still could answer relevant 
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questions. Not less than 14 % of those who had had a look at the 
brochure say that they have found an answer to some question or 
worry in the brochure. 

Are the public in general worried about the consequences in 
Sweden of the Chernobyl accident? It may be noted that more than 
a fifth of all people polled are not worried at all. 29 % are 
hardly worried, while 50 % are worried or very much worried. The 
poll was conducted as a two-part study in order to compare the 
attitudes before and after the distribution of the brochure. One 
cannot point to any large difference in attitudes. 

The results of this poll confirm that women significantly more 
than men tend to worry about the consequences of the Chernobyl 
fallout. This worry appears as a generally more pessimistic 
assessment when it comes to cancer risks, foetal injury and 
foodstuff hazards. Women generally tend to regard the brochure 
"After Chernobyl" with more distrust than do men. 
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APPENDIX 

Some behavioural reports about Chernobyl: 

Hibell, Bjorn: 

Hultaker, 

Hultaker, 

Orjan: 

Orjan: 

Shalit & Shalit: 

FahlSn & Hammarstrom: 

Nordlund, Roland; 

IMU: 

Sifo: 

Mardberg, Otto & Lundin: 

Information om karnkraftsolyckan i 
Tjernobyl, Stockholm 1986 (Information 
about the Nuclear Disaster in Chernobyl) 

Efter Tjernobyl, SKOP, Stockholm 1986 
(After Chernobyl) 

Den forhojda stralningen vid Forsmark 
den 28 april 1986, SKOP, Stockholm 1987 
(The Enhanced Radiation at Forsmark 
April 28th 1986) 

Attityder hos personal vid Forsmarks-
verket efter Tjernobylolyckan, FOA, 
Karlstad 1986 (The Attitudes of Personnel 
of the Forsmark Power plant After the 
Chernobyl Disaster) 

Tjernobylolyckan - Hur paverkar den vara 
levnadsvanor i Kramfors och Solleftea, 
1987 (The Chernobyl Accident - How it 
Influences our Lifestyle in Kramfors and 
Solleftea) 

Radio Uppland och "Forsmarksutslappet". 
Ett svenskt karnkraftshaveri som kom av 
sig. (Radio Uppland and the "Forsmark 
Emission". A Swedish Nuclear Breakdown 
that Never Was). Stockholm 1986. 
SPF paper 1986:114 

UndersSkning om allmanhetens attityder 
till karnkraftsolyckan i Tjernobyl, 
Stockholm 1986 (Poll of Public Attitudes 
Regarding the Chernobyl Nuclear Accident) 

Various continuous polls 

Befolkningens reaktioner pa hotet fran 
Tjernobylolyckan, FOA, Karlstad 1987. 
(Reactions of the Inhabitants to the 
Threat from the Chernobyl Accident) 
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Hoijer, Birgitta; 

Findahl & Lindblad: 

Jorgen Westerstahl & 
Folke Johansson: 

Erik Amna & 
Stig Arne Nohrstedt: 

Stig Arne Nohrstedt & 
Kerstin Lekare: 

Monica Engholm: 

Thomas Anderberg: 

Tjernobylolyckan i manniskors medvetande, 
PUB, Stockholm 1987 
(The Chernobyl Accident in the Public 
Consciousness) 

40 dagar med Tjernobylnyheter i radio 
och TV, PUB, Stockholm 1987 
(40 Days of Chernobyl News on Radio and 
TV) 

Svensk karnkraft efter Tjernobyl, SNS, 
1987 (Swedish Nuclear Power After 
Chernobyl) 

Att administrera det oforutsedda. Om 
samspelet mellan svenska myndigheter, 
media och medborgare i samband med 
Tjernobylkatastrofen 1986. (Administering 
the Unexpected. The Interrelations 
Between the Swedish Authorities, Mass 
Media and Public During the Chernobyl 
Disaster 1986). Stockholm 1987, 
SPF Report nr 137 

Att rapportera det oforutsedda. En 
studie av lokaltidningarnas Tjernobyl
nyheter i Uppsala och Gavleborgs Ian 
under maj och juni 1986. (Reporting the 
Unexpected. A Study of the Chernobyl 
News in the Local Papers in the 
Counties of Uppsala and Gavleborg During 
May and June 1986) Stockholm 1987, 
SPF Report nr 138 

Nar det osannolika blev sant. En studie 
av fyra lokaltidningars rapportering 
efter Tjernobyl 12-24 maj 1986. 
(When the Improbable Became Fact. 
A Study of the Reporting of the Four 
Local Papers After Chernobyl May 12th -
24th, 1986) Stockholm 1987, 
SPF Report nr 139 

Att vardera det oforutsedda. En bedom-
ning av ledarartiklar om Tjernobyl-
syndromet sadant det tedde sig i ned-
fallscentrum varen 1986. (To Evaluate 
the Unexpected. An Assessment of the 
Editorials about the Chernobyl 
Syndrome As It Appeared in the Centre 
of the Fallout in Spring 1986) 
Stockholm 1987, SPF Report nr 140 
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Roland Nordlund: "Ovanligt hog lokal radioaktivitet". 
En studie av Radio Upplands Tjernobyl-
bevakning den 29 april - 30 juni 1986. 
("Unusually High Local Radioactivity". 
A Study of the Chernobyl Reporting on 
Radio Uppland, April 29th - June 30th, 
1986). 
Stockholm 1987, SPF Report nr 141 

Tjernobylolyckan och myndighetsbeskeden. 
En studie av myndighetsinformation i 
lokala etermedier den 28 april -
15 juni 1986. (The Chernobyl Accident 
and Messages from the Authorities. 
A Study of Information from the 
Authorities on Local Radio and TV, 
April 28th - June 15th, 1986). 
Stockholm 1987, SPF Report nr 142 

Goran Stfltz; Att informera om det osynliga. En studie 
med anledning av broschyren "Efter 
Tjernobyl". (Informing About the 
Invisible. A Study About the Brochure 
"After Chernobyl". 
Stockholm 1987, SPF Report nr 143 

Claes Lundgren; Tjernobylolyckan i Radio Moskvas belys-
ning. En studie av sovjetisk informa
tion till svensk publik om en nationell 
katastrof. (The Chernobyl Accident as 
Seen by Radio Moscow. A Study of Soviet 
Information to Swedish Listeners About 
a National Disaster). 
Stockholm 1987, SPF Report nr 144 

J5rgen Westerstahl & 
Folke Johansson: 
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